discussed seperately. Is that correct or not?

PRESIDENT: That 1s correct and the Chair would rule that
way.

SENATOR PROUD: 1In that event, I would take Senator Carpenter
at his word which 1s as I understood i1t was that the Attorney
General should act in case something 1llegal is being done.
Therefore I offer an amendmen: to the second varagraph which
would simply say, I would add on to there, provided that the
attorney general shzll nroceed only if in his opinion the
project 1s in violation of Ilebraska law. I trust Senator
Carpenter would have no otjection to that.

PRESIDENT: Senator Carpenter.

SENATOR CARPENTER: I would highly endorse it. I commend the
Senator from proving the motion.

CLEKK: Read

PRESIDENT: May I have the rest of it?

CLERK: Read

PRESIDENT: Senator Chambers, did you wish to be recognized?

SENATCR CHAMBERS: Mr. Presldent, this is very brief, I
vatehzd the news last night anﬂ heard the Mavor' talkinw
about this project a=7 »e =t- thet etz siides eredit
would not be used to baclk these bonds or the project. So
I don't see wherz Senator's Proud motion, hils amendment
would necessarily fit. Now 1if the Mayor denied that the
cities credit is being used, and if in fact the cities
redit is beinr used ever though that may not be illegal
it should stop the project based on the conditions that
the mayor sald obtained for this project that they have in
mind. So under Senator Proud's motion if the body accepts
it the c¢ity can do jJust exactly what the ayor says the
city is not going to do, and not be found in violation of
the law and this proposal by Senator Carpenter to protect
the interest of the pecnle would be rendered and all in
void.

PRESIDENT: Senator Syas.

SENATOR SYAS: Well I just wanted to clarify something on

the Senator Proud's amendment. I'm for it only I was just
wondering I can see where something could comply with the
liebraska Statutes and yet be unconstitutioconal. I think that
we should put in cc"ethinv there the 1llexzl stzatu

Yy constlt 2 ¢ rg=zgr tiint I say thazt an d tnat

is this. I was Foing te do SOﬂp*hin about this this session.
Senator Wiltse last session passed a bill, and I think that
it is quite pertenent to this debate. He passed...we voted
for it and frankly when I looked up my vote, I vocted for it
too, Just as guilty as the rest....that verbly when I went
over I was zoing to introduce a bill about it, when I went
over and asked the attorney ~enera1 about it verdbly it is
against the constitution all together. Vhat does 1t pertain
to? It pertains to the cities rights to donote funds to
various groups for city projects to building and so forth.

It is on the books. lNow if you say statutes here, this would
be legal on the statutes.

(end belt #4)
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